United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 104 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

Vol. 141

WASHINGTON, WEDNESDAY, JULY 12, 1995

No. 112

House of Representatives

The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore [Mr. QUINN].

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 12, 1995.

I hereby designate the Honorable JAcCK
QUINN to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Rev. James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

We pray, O gracious God, for the gift
of vision—a vision that will allow us to
see beyond where we stand and to
glimpse the values and the goals and
directions that tell us where we should
be. Let us never be content with an in-
sight that is limited to the affairs of
the day or to the important actions of
the hour, but seek Your word that in-
spires us, that lifts up higher, that
heals and helps, that unites and holds
true, now and evermore. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. KEN-
NEDY] will lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the
Republic for which it stands, one nation
under God, indivisible, with liberty and
justice for all.

led

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces that it will receive
ten 1-minute speeches per side this
morning.

WHO IS HURTING THE POOR ON
MEDICARE?

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, Medicare
is going bankrupt. That is not my opin-
ion, that is a fact. We can act respon-
sibly and search for a solution, or we
act like Congress has for the last 40
years and make decisions based on pol-
itics, not on principle. | am proud that
my party has chosen to act respon-
sibly. I wish I could say the same about
the other party.

Under the Republican proposal to
save Medicare, per person Medicare
spending will increase from $4,800
today to $6,700 in 2002. Boy, that does
not sound like a cut to me. And my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
have no plan. None. Nada. Zippo.

Mr. Speaker, if we do nothing, Medi-
care would not just be in financial
trouble, it would not exist. So, when

hearing the liberal Democrats talk
about how Republican spending in-
creases will destroy Medicare, ask

yourself a question that is based on
facts: Who is hurting the poor, the
party acting to save Medicare—the Re-
publicans—or the party defending the
status quo and allowing Medicare to go
bankrupt—the Democrats? It is kind of

like asking, ‘“Who’s buried in ‘Grant’s
Tomb.””

HOW WILL HERB GET BY?

(Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr.
Speaker, here in Congress when we de-
bate Medicare we talk in terms of hun-
dreds of billions of dollars.

When my constituent Herb
McCullough looks at Medicare cuts he
thinks in terms of hundreds of dollars.

Herb lives on $640 a month from So-
cial Security and a union pension.

His Medicare and Medigap expenses
are more than $80 a month.

Thanks to subsidized housing, rent is
$164 a month.

After other expenses—food, clothing,
phone—Herb will be lucky to have $87
left each month.

Recently Herb had to buy two new
hearing aids. He took $500 from his pen-
sion but still has to pay $100 a month.

How would Herb get by if he had a
prescription drug bill like his neigh-
bor—$164 a month?

I urge my colleagues to think of peo-
ple like Herb when voting to raise Med-
icare copayments to $110 a month.

THE FIGURES DON’'T LIE

(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, with
all due respect to the gentleman from
Rhode Island [Mr. KENNEDY] and his
constituent, it is precisely because we
are thinking of people like Herb and
people like my 91-year-old granddaddy
who is happy to have Medicare, that
the new majority is pleased to say we
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will be raising benefits for Medicare re-
cipients over the years from $4,800 in
1995 to $6,700 in 2002.

| say to my colleagues, Look closely.
The figures don’t lie. The math is here.
Believe the real math and not the new
math of alleged school lunch cuts and
all the other politics of fear being prop-
agated by the guardians of the old
order who always play upon the poli-
tics of envy instead of having the vi-
sion for the future this American na-
tion needs.

WHY TAKE IT OUT ON SENIORS?

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to remind my colleagues why we
have been arguing so vehemently
against Speaker GINGRICH’s stacking
votes on the Committee on Ways and
Means. The reason is that committee is
precisely where the most egregious as-
sault on the living standards of elderly
Americans is taking place. It is on that
committee where legislation to cut
Medicare benefits and Medicaid bene-
fits for people in nursing homes will be
drafted to provide tax breaks for the
privileged few. In fact, $245 billion in
breaks to the well heeled while cutting
the lifeline for Medicare and Social Se-
curity recipients.

Mr. Speaker, | favor balancing the
budget, but why take it out on seniors?
Why not cut costs first by reining in
the insurance companies? the hos-
pitals? the pharmaceutical companies
responsible for rising costs? Why does
the majority party want to balance the
budget on the backs of our grand-
mothers and grandfathers while they
pander to the rich and powerful friends
they hold in high places?

INFLUENCE FOR SALE

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HEFLEY. We all know, Mr.
Speaker, what it is that Bill Clinton
does best. Unfortunately for the Amer-
ican people it is not foreign policy, it is
not solving Medicare problems, and it
certainly is not balancing the budget.
No, it is not governing that Bill Clin-
ton does best, so he is going to use the
White House to do what he does best,
to campaign. He is going to use the
people’s house to raise money for his
campaign.

But from the President who claims to
“feel your pain’ he is not going to pay
a visit to the average Americans that
tour the White House on a daily basis.
Instead he is selling himself to a privi-
leged few for up to $100,000 per person.

Now our friends on the Democratic
side of the aisle would be going nuts if
this was a Republican President doing
this. I wonder where those voices of
righteous indignation are today. Unfor-
tunately it is too bad that the Presi-
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dent cares more about money for his
reelection than earning the people’s
trust.

DO THE REPUBLICANS REALLY
WANT TO SAVE MEDICARE?

(Mr. BONIOR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publicans say they want to save Medi-
care. And | wish | could believe them.

But then | recall that 10 years ago,
the majority leader based his first cam-
paign on abolishing Social Security.

Three weeks ago, he published a book
that calls for Medicare to be replaced.

And 2 days ago, he told reporters that
Medicare was ‘“‘a program he would
have no part of in a free world.”

Not only that—last January the
Speaker himself proposed abolishing
Medicare and replacing it with a pri-
vate system.

To top it all off, just 3 months ago,
the Republicans took $87 billion out of
the Medicare trust fund to pay for
their tax breaks for the wealthy.

Mr. Speaker, Medicare is a trust
fund, not a slush fund.

When all is said and done, seniors and
their families know who is on their
side.

WHEN I’'M 65 I'D LIKE TO BE FREE
TO CHOOSE MY HEALTH CARE
DESTINY

(Mr. ARMEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ARMEY. Well, Mr. Speaker,
there they go again, my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle feigning
moral outrage about something they
think they might have imagined they
read accurately reported in the paper.
The outrage of the week apparently is
the fact that | had the temerity to
admit publicly that, if I lived in a free
world, | would have a world in which 1
would be free to choose personally and
individually that I, as an individual
American citizen, would have the free-
dom to decide for myself whether or
not | would enroll myself in a Govern-
ment-provided benefits program.

Now | do not have the freedom today
to decline from paying my FICA taxes
to fund that program for those that are
enrolled in it today, and | accept that
| pay my taxes. | just made the obser-
vation yesterday that, when I am 65, |
would like to be free to choose not to
become, in any extent, a ward of the
state. | would like to choose, if | dare
make the choice for myself, to not
have the Government decide any part
of my health care destiny. 1 do not
think it is unreasonable in America
that we might dare to believe that we
could write legislation that said to in-
dividual American citizens at an age of
maturity, when they are probably,
probably capable of tending to their
own affairs, having done so throughout
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most of their life, that, ““You, Mr. and
Mrs. America, are free to choose.”

Now, if that is an outrage to my col-
leagues on the left, so be it. It only re-
flects their inability to understand who
we are.

THE REPUBLICAN PLAN FOR
CUTTING MEDICARE

(Mr. DOGGETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DOGGETT. My colleagues, |
want to focus now on all of the details
that the Republicans have given to us
today and every other day in the
course of this debate about the future
of Medicare. Here it is. Here is the plan
as they have described it here on the
floor, a complete and total blank, and
I would challenge the majority leader,
the gentleman from Texas, or any
other member of the Republican major-
ity, to have the courage to come and
fill in this blank page, because the
media has already done it by inves-
tigating their secret task forces, and
they have told the people of America
that what this plan calls for is more
copayments, more in higher
deductibles, more in higher premiums
that will come right out of the pocket
of America’s seniors.

The majority leader has just tried to
amplify on his remarks. What else did
he say on Tuesday according to the
Houston Chronicle? *“I resent the fact
that I'm 65 and must enroll in Medi-
care, but I'm not dumb enough to
think I’'m going to go out there and lay
out a plan.”

That is why we have a blank. They do
not want the American people to know
what they are doing in cutting Medi-
care.

REPUBLICANS, UNLIKE DEMO-
CRATS, WILL PROTECT MEDI-
CARE

(Mr. HERGER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, liberal
Democrats are fond of taking to the
floor to whine about Medicare cuts.
Why, just the other day, the minority
leader himself was here talking about
the ““deep, deep’’ cuts in Medicare.

I have here a chart that shows what
Republicans will be spending on Medi-
care through the year 2002. There is no
cut. There is not even a ‘‘deep, deep”
cut.

In fact, spending increases. In 1995,
Medicare beneficiaries will receive
$4,816. In 2002, they will receive $6,734.
The spending increases. Where is the
cut?

Mr. Speaker, the liberal Democrats
in this Chamber have offered no real,
substantive plan to protect Medicare.
All they offer—in fact, all they really
stand for any more—is paranoia.

This is no way to govern. This is no
way to lead. The American people ex-
pect and deserve more than just fear
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tactics. Republicans, unlike Demo-
crats, will protect Medicare and pre-
serve it for future generations.

ARE THEY GOING TO DESTROY
MEDICARE IN ORDER TO SAVE IT?

(Mr. KLINK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KLINK. To the previous speaker,
you know | had a friend that said he
made $100 back in 1960 if he made $125
now. That is not an increase; such a
thing is inflation. With Medicare there
are additional people called baby
boomers that are going into the sys-
tem, and, if you go into my district in
Pennsylvania, in fact if you go across
the State of Pennsylvania, talk to Re-
publicans, independents, and Demo-
crats who happen to run the hospitals,
they will tell you that statewide the
Republican Medicare/Medicaid cuts are
going to mean 40,000 health car work-
ers are going to be unemployed.

Mr. Speaker, in my district alone
over 1,000 people are going to be unem-
ployed because of the Medicare and
Medicaid cuts that the Republicans are
going to make when we include infla-
tion, when we include the fact of the
increased costs and more people going
into the system.

Now | am reminded when | look at
the plan on Medicare and Medicaid of
the comments made by the military
spokesman during the Vietnam war. He
said we had to destroy the village to
save it. They are going to destroy
health care, they are going to destroy
Medicaid, in order to save it. They are
going to destroy Medicare in order to
save it.

I may be a casualty of this war; |
may even become a POW, but one
thing, my colleagues, | will not be, and
that is missing in action.

INFLATION IS TAKEN INTO AC-
COUNT IN THE REPUBLICAN
MEDICARE PROPOSAL

(Mr. HOKE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

(Mr. HOKE. Mr. Speaker, I am glad
that the gentleman previously speak-
ing brought up some of these points be-
cause it absolutely makes the point
that we have been trying to make on
this side of the aisle: $4,816 per year in
1995, $6,734 per year in 2002; takes into
account the additions in individuals
who will be in Medicare, takes into ac-
count an obvious raising, it takes into
account inflation.

What is going on with inflation right
now in the private sector? Inflation in
the private sector with respect to
health care is about 4.4 percent. In 1993
it was less than that. We have actually
seen in the private sector health care
costs have dramatically been reduced.
Why is that? Because corporations, in-
dividuals, institutions have all said
enough is enough; 13 to 14 percent
compounded inflation is too much.
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| say to my colleagues, we can’t tol-
erate it, we won’t tolerate it, but what
is the plan on the other side of the
aisle? Now we are going to continue to
inflate Medicare, we are going to con-
tinue to inflate Medicaid. We are not
going to try to do anything to try and
solve that.

SPARE MEDICARE

(Mrs. CLAYTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, the
majority intends to cut Medicare by
$270 million. They have not yet told us
what they will cut and how they will
cut it, to reach that goal. And, they
may not tell us until they have to tell
us, just before this fiscal year ends in
September. But, in a recent article in
the Washington Times, we did learn
what some in the majority are think-
ing—they want to privatize Medicare.

If Medicare is privatized, the cost to
senior citizens will be out of control.
The majority apparently insists upon
giving to the wealthy and taking from
the old. It is clear that if the majority
would not push for a tax break for
wealthy Americans, they would not
have to push for a Medicare cut for our
senior citizens. | suppose when you
have the votes to win, you can giveth
and you can taketh away. But, power
and justice are not synonymous. Let us
seek justice. Let us spare Medicare.

CUT SPENDING FIRST

(Mr. JONES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans are continuing to cut Govern-
ment bureaucracy and waste today as
we finish consideration of the energy
and water appropriations bill. Keeping
our promise to balance the budget by
the year 2002, we have cut $1.6 billion
from the 1995 funding level, which is $2
billion below the President’s request.

We have eliminated scores of Federal
programs focusing on energy and water
research which are more suited for the
private sector, while at the same time
preserving the basic scientific research
programs that will allow our Nation to
remain universally competitive.

We have not forgotten what the peo-
ple sent us here to do—cut spending
first—that was their mandate back in
November. Through this bill and oth-
ers, we make the Government smaller,
less costly, more efficient, and more
accountable to the American people.

DEMOCRATS CARE ABOUT
MEDICARE

(Mr. STUPAK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, as the
30th anniversary of the creation of the
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Medicare Program approaches, I am
outraged that the Republicans are try-
ing to force the American public to
swallow devastating cuts to the Medi-
care Program, cuts that will com-
pletely gut the Medicare Program.

O 1020

Every Medicare beneficiary who re-
ceives part B Medicare coverage now
pays a monthly premium of $46.10. But
under the Republican plan, the part B
premium will go to $110 per month.
That is how they get more money into
the Medicare system—they make you
pay more.

The proposed cuts to the Medicare
Program go beyond higher premiums
for Medicare recipients, those whose
modest household budgets and Social
Security checks are already stretched
to the breaking point. As a direct re-
sult of the cuts to the Medicare Pro-
gram, reimbursement rates will drop,
so doctors and hospitals will have to
absorb a greater share of the health
care costs. These costs will then be
passed on to the Medicare recipients.
In addition, fewer health care services
will be offered to senior citizens and
working families. Some doctors will
not be able to accept patients, and
some hospitals in rural areas will have
to close their doors completely. The
bottom line is these Republican cuts to
Medicare will drive senior citizens and
low income families into a second-class
health care system.

STOP SCARE CAMPAIGN ON
MEDICARE

(Mr. RIGGS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Speaker, the Clinton
Democrats on the other side of the
aisle have tried their hardest to engage
in a scare campaign aimed at our sen-
ior citizens. The Clinton Democrats
think they are scoring political points
by scaring seniors into thinking Re-
publicans are trying to rip Medicare
out from under them.

But | wonder what the Clinton Demo-
crats tell their constituents who are 58
years old. You see, this is the age
group that’s going to be affected most
by the Democrats’ plan of maintaining
the status quo. This is the age group
that will have no Medicare benefits pe-
riod when they turn 65. This is the age
group that will suffer the most.

We cannot sit back and do nothing
while Medicare continues on its down-
ward slide toward bankruptcy. Repub-
licans want to preserve, protect, and
improve Medicare for this and future
generations. | ask the Democrats to
stop their petty scare campaigns. Work
with us to fix Medicare.

DANGEROUS CAMPAIGN RHETORIC

(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given permission to address the
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House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday a special congres-
sional panel heard stories of growing
threats and attacks against public offi-
cials, law enforcement officers, envi-
ronmentalists, and women advocates
by extremist right-wing groups and mi-
litia in this country.

This week the Nation was shocked by
extremist campaign material produced
by the National Republican Congres-
sional Committee in the name of
Speaker GINGRICH that suggested
Democratic Members of the House are
wanted criminals just for disagreeing
with the Republican Contract for
America.

That extremist rhetoric endangers
democracy and encourages a lunatic
fringe of this Nation. As a Nation we
have learned that when you preach
hate; you get hate, when you preach vi-
olence, you get violence.

Thirty-two years ago another wanted
poster was distributed in Dallas, TX,
on November 22, 1963, accusing Presi-
dent Kennedy of selling out America to
the United Nations and being anti-
Christian. This wanted poster ended in
a tragedy.

We should understand that we cannot
have the leading politicians of this Na-
tion preaching hatred, preaching the
suggestion that politicians who dis-
agree are somehow criminals. Speaker
GINGRICH should repudiate this poster
and withdraw this campaign rhetoric
from the public.

AMERICORPS PROGRAM A WASTE
OF MONEY

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, last
night, NBC News did an expose on
AmeriCorps that proved what a lot of
us have suspected for some time—the
program is way over budget and wast-
ing taxpayers’ money at a phenomenal
rate.

AmeriCorps may have worthy goals,
but is has lousy execution. According
to a report by the General Accounting
Office, the Clinton administration pro-
jected AmeriCorps to cost $6.43 per
hour for each so-called volunteer. The
actual cost: $15.65 per hour. Annually,
the program was supposed to cost no
more than $18,000 per participant. The
final tab: $27,000 per participant.

Mr. Speaker, these are large sums of
money. Most of the citizens in my dis-
trict, who work full-time jobs to sup-
port their whole families, don’t earn
this kind of money. Why does it cost
$27,000 to support just one AmeriCorps
participant?

On Monday night, the VA-HUD Ap-
propriations Subcommittee cut all
funding for President Clinton’s so-
called national service program.

Well, Mr. Speaker, the answer is that
it won’t anymore. | applaud my col-
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leagues on the VA-HUD Appropriations
Subcommittee for stopping this new
entitlement program.

CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION
OF DOW CORNING NEEDED

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, |
want to talk about Medicare, Medicaid,
and SSI, because the taxpayers for
those programs will be paying for the
sins of Dow Corning—Dow Corning,
that told hundreds of thousands of
American women that silicone breast
implants were safe.

The Harvard Nurses Study just came
out and said there are no health risks.
By the way, that was paid for by Dow
Corning.

Mr. Speaker, is there any justice
left? If there is, ask Grace Nero’s fam-
ily in my district. Grace passed away
on Independence Day after complica-
tions from surgery from breast im-
plants, a blood clot.

Dow Corning manipulated Federal
bankruptcy laws to avoid a $4 billion
settlement. Dow Corning in fact lied to
the American people, and | am asking
U.S. Attorney General Janet Reno to
investigate possible criminal charges.

Dow Corning lied to Congress. Does
Congress care anymore? Anybody just
comes up here and lies to you? Do we
really govern around here? To me, this
is unbelievable. Congress should sup-
port an investigation of Dow Corning.

KEEP TWO ROCK COAST GUARD
TRAINING FACILITY OPEN

(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, for
some reason that’s beyond me, the U.S.
Coast Guard is considering closing its
only west coast training facility—the
training base at Two Rock, CA.

No doubt about it, the Coast Guard
needs to get rid of some dead weight. It
will be missing the boat, however, if it
shuts down this important base.

Any old coastie can tell you Mr.
Speaker, that it makes sense to con-
solidate one of the four east coast
training centers at the Two Rock Base.

It makes sense because of Two
Rock’s expansion capacity, good cli-
mate, available housing, and, above all,
the fact that taxpayers recently in-
vested $22 million to make the base’s
computer and radar training facilities
state-of-the-art.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
heed this SOS, and join the entire Cali-
fornia delegation in ensuring that the
Coast Guard can fulfill its mission by
having training facilities on both of
our coasts by keeping Two Rock open.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will take one additional 1-minute
speech from each side.

THE TRUTH ABOUT MEDICARE
CUTS

(Mr. LEWIS of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in support of a program
that gives security to our Nation’s el-
derly and hard-working families. | rise
in support of Medicare.

We beat you to death to keep some-
one else from Killing you. The Repub-
licans say that they are cutting Medi-
care to save Medicare. But it is time to
be honest with the American people.
These cuts will not help Medicare.
These cuts pay for tax breaks for
Americans earning over $200,000 a year.

And, at the same time, the average
senior citizen will pay $1,000 more for
health care.

We must help the Medicare Program,
and | have supported efforts to do so.
But we should not and must not take
away the security of health care insur-
ance for our elderly.

These cuts to Medicare are not re-
form. | know it, You know it, It’s time
the American people know it.

Don’t support Medicare cuts to pay
for tax breaks for the rich. That is not
right. That is not fair.

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT  APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
1996

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 171 and rule
XXIIl, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 1905.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved it-
self into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
1905) making appropriations for energy
and water development for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1996, and for
other purposes, with Mr. OXLEY in the
chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit-
tee of the Whole rose on Tuesday, July
11, 1995, the bill had been read through
page 24, line 18, and title Ill was open
for amendment at any point.

Are there further amendments to
title 111?

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. OBEY

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, | offer an
amendment, numbered 25.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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Amendment offered by Mr. OBEY: On page
16, on line 1, insert ““‘(less $40,000,000)’, before
““to remain”’.

Mr. MYERS of Indiana. Mr. Chair-
man, | ask unanimous consent for a
mutual agreement to limit the debate
on this amendment and all amend-
ments thereto, like we did similarly
yesterday, to 40 minutes, with the time
equally divided between the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. OBEY] and myself.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Indiana?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. OBeY] will be rec-
ognized for 20 minutes, and the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. MYERS] will
be recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. OBEY].

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Chairman, this is the third cut-
ting amendment that 1 will have of-
fered on this bill. Let me simply ex-
plain what it does. This amendment
cuts $40 million in the bill for the ad-
vanced light water reactor program.

What | would simply say is ‘“Here we
go again’ as President Reagan used to
say, with another example of corporate
welfare for the nuclear industry. Essen-
tially what these funds do is to help
large corporations obtain design cer-
tification from the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. This amounts to the Gov-
ernment funding a portion of the li-
censing costs of large corporations in
order to comply with its own regula-
tions.

The committee has heard volumes of
testimony this year from organization
after organization saying, ‘“‘Let the
marketplace determine what is com-
mercially viable; the Government
should not be in the business of picking
winners and losers.”’

How many times have you heard
that? Yet these remarks apparently
have fallen on deaf ears, or, alter-
natively, the committee has deter-
mined these concepts do not apply to
the nuclear industry.

Since 1974, the Federal Government
has spent $26 billion on nuclear fission
programs. This has occurred despite
the fact that not one American utility
has successfully ordered a nuclear pow-
erplant in all of that time. The House
budget resolution, which was passed
with so much fanfare, presumes to set
criteria for Government science fund-
ing, emphasizing that long-term non-
commercial R&D with the potential for
scientific discovery ought to be funded.
What should not be funded, according
to that budget resolution, are pro-
grams whose economic feasibility and
commercialization should be left to the
marketplace.

Over and over we have heard those
same themes, yet when it comes to ac-
tually cutting the corporate welfare
out of appropriation bills, this House
seems to back away again, and again,
and again.
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Now, the nuclear industry makes a
number of arguments for their pro-
gram, which I am sure we will hear
today. | would simply respond to those
arguments as follows:

First of all, nuclear energy supplies
about 20 percent of our Nation’s elec-
tricity; 72 percent of utility executives
said in a recent poll conducted by the
International Energy Group that their
company would never consider ordering
a nuclear powerplant. So the industry
seems to have determined that the cur-
rent mix is just fine as far as they are
concerned.

Second, | would ask, since when does
industry want the Government in-
volved in things like product design? |
guess the answer is only when there
are Federal dollars available.

The NRC is charged with determining
enhanced safety margins and regu-
latory acceptance of these designs.
Their ultimate action on these propos-
als will be a determinant and will dem-
onstrate to potential customers wheth-
er the U.S. Government considers them
sound, not whether or not DOE is pro-
vided dollars to support industry de-
sign efforts.

I would also say, third, that we have
received letters in all of our offices in-
dicating that ‘‘Failure to meet com-
mitments to the specified amount, $100
million, jeopardizes DOE’s ability to
recoup the moneys already invested in
the program.”

Well, ladies and gentlemen, | have
been here for quite a while, and | can-
not recall anything quite so brazen. |
want to make it quite clear, despite
that veiled threat, the nuclear industry
is legally committed to repaying DOE.
Their threat to renege, in my view,
borders on the outrageous or the scan-
dalous.

The fourth point | would simply
make is that trying to convince some-
body that the promotion of nuclear
technology through the export of nu-
clear powerplants to foreign countries
in Southeast Asia, that somehow pro-
motes nonproliferation, is an argument
I simply cannot swallow. Has anybody
in the nuclear industry checked what
is going on in North Korea lately?

So | would simply say, in conclusion,
this amendment comes back to one
central point: Are you for cutting cor-
porate welfare, or do you want to ex-
empt the nuclear industry? Are you for
letting the marketplace pick winners
and losers, or does the nuclear industry
get a buy on the one too? Are you
going to respond to the threats of the
industry that they are not going to
repay previous funding, despite a legal
obligation, or are you going to buckle
to those threats?

Last night, we met on the labor-
health-education appropriation bill.
That bill is being cut by $9.5 billion
below last year. We are wiping out as-
sistance to senior citizens who make
less than $10,000 a year, so they do not
have to choose between paying pre-
scription drugs and keeping their
houses warm in the winter. We cut
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back almost $700 million in student
aid, not with my vote, but that is what
the subcommittee did. We have seen
huge reductions in job training, despite
this House’s vote for things like
NAFTA and GATT. We are abandoning
workers who desperately need help to
be retrained.

So it just seems to me with all of
these cuts, for us to say that we are
going to continue to subsidize one of
the wealthiest industries in this coun-
try with funding such as this rep-
resents a badly warped 